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I. REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 
The real party in interest is Apple Computer, Inc., a corporation of California, 
located at 1 Infinite Loop, Cupertino, California, 95014. 

II. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 
There are no known appeals or interferences which are related to the present 
application. 

IIL STATUS OF THE CLAIMS 

Claims 1-26 are pending and currently stand rejected by the Examiner under the 
final rejection mailed June 26, 2003. 

Claims 1-26 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No. 6,501,476 issued to Gould, et al. (hereinafter Gould) . 

IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

No amendments have been made after the Final Office Action. All amendments 
to the claims were made after the first Office Action. 

V. SUMMARY OF INVENTION 

The present invention relates to a method for manipulating a time based stream. 
Time -based information can be assembled into a presentation through the use of a 
processing system to edit the information. For example, a video may be edited and 
combined with audio, text, effects and/or graphics to create a presentation. A 
presentation is any changed version of an original time-based stream of information or a 
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modified copy of the original information. In addition, a presentation also may be 
defined by at least one instruction for representing the information in a changed form. 

A presentation may be edited to modify its output. Specifically, edit features, 
such as transitions between clips, special effects, text, graphics, and etc. may be added to 
the presentation. One problem with some prior systems is that they are unable to display 
a view of the edited time based stream of information during the editing process. 

In one embodiment of the present invention, a method for manipulating a time 
based stream of information in a processing system and for generating a presentation is 
provided. A user may input edit commands to modify the information in forming the 
presentation having one or a series of references. In response, the presentation is 
modified, such as an edit feature added, to create a revised presentation. During this 
rendering of modifications, a proxy of the revised presentation is also generated. The 
proxy is a simulation of the modifications that indicate how the modified presentation 
will appear once rendered. The proxy may be also displayed as the rendering takes place 
(See claim 1, page 16, lines 4-28 and Fig. 4). 

At times, the proxy is created by drawing an imitation of the edit feature to a 
proxy unit (See Claim 3, page 16, lines 16-28). For example, where the edit feature is 
text and the imitation may simulate the character, size and/or font of the edit feature being 
rendered by the system. The system may include a first software component that has 
instructions for adding the edit feature and the first software component is separate from a 
second software component that has instructions for creating the proxy (See Claim 5, 
page 5, lines 21-24). 
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VI. ISSUES 

The issue presented in this appeal is whether claims 1-26 are unpatentable under 
35 U.S.C. § 102 (e) as being anticipated by Gould . Some of the more specific issues 
presented in this appeal are whether Gould teaches a creating a proxy and displaying a 
proxy during the adding of an edit feature. 

VII. GROUPING OF CLAIMS 
For the purpose of this appeal, the claims are grouped as follows: 
Group I; claims 1-2, 7-9, 14-16, 20, 22 and 26; 
Group II; claims 3-4, 10-11, 17-20, 23-24; 
Group III; claims 5-6, 12-13, and 25. 

VIII. ARGUMENT 
The Appellant will set forth in this section the arguments presented in this appeal 
of the rejected claims. The rejections set forth in the final action of June 26, 2003 should 
be withdrawn since Gould does not include all of the claimed elements of the claims. 

A. OVERVIEW OF THE PRIOR ART 

1 . OVERVIEW OF GOULD 
Gould describes a video processing apparatus including rendering means to render 
an output video sequence according to a priority order (Col. 1, lines 37-48). The priority 
order dictates that those frames which should be displayed first are rendered first. (Col. 1, 
lines 49-57). Once the frames have been rendered, they can be displayed to a user, so 
those frames which the user will see first should be rendered first. The means may also 
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include a user-operable sequence selection means for selecting a subset of the input to be 
rendered, so that only the selected frames are rendered (Col. 2, lines 8-14). 

According to Gould , individual special effects can be applied to frames of a video. 
The operating software is organized such that each individual special effect is represented 
as a proxy effect (Col. 4, lines 19-27). Each proxy effect is associated with a cache for 
storing the effect's output so that the output may be used again. The proxy effects are 
specific to each individual special effect, and as can be seen in Figure 3, each proxy effect 
is established and maintained as long as a specific special effect is active. 

B. GROUP I 

1. OVERVIEW OF CLAIMED ELEMENTS 

Claim 1 includes a limitation of creating a proxy of a revised presentation and 
displaying the proxy during the adding of an edit feature. According to the specification, 
a proxy is a simulation of the modifications that indicate how the modified presentation 
will appear once rendered. The proxy is shown as a substitute for the rendered 
presentation. 

2. THE PRIOR ART REFERENCE DOES 
NOT DISCLOSE THE CLAIMED 
LIMITATION OF CREATING A PROXY 

Gould does not disclose the claimed limitation of creating a proxy of the revised 
presentation and displaying the proxy during the adding. Accordingly, withdrawal of the 
rejection is respectfully requested. 

As mentioned above, Gould describes a rendering system where images are 
rendered according to a priority. Priority is first given to images currently being viewed 
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by a user, then to the first and last images of the output sequence, and finally to the 
remaining images (Col. 1, lines 37-48, see also Col. 6, lines 23-34). This is not a proxy. 
As noted above, a proxy is a simulation of the modifications that indicate how a modified 
presentation will appear once rendered. Instead, Gould teaches that the actual output is 
being rendered, and to expedite the display of the output, frames which the user is likely 
to see first are rendered first. Gould teaches rendering a subset of a video sequence first, 
and displaying that portion to a user while the remainder is still rendering (Col. 1, lines 
58-64). These frames are a portion of the output, rather than a proxy. Therefore, Gould 
cannot disclose creating a proxy and displaying the proxy. 

Further, Gould teaches proxy effects associated with effects servers (Col. 4, lines 
19-27). Each proxy effect is created for a specific special effect that can be applied to a 
rendered image. Claim 1 includes a limitation of creating a proxy of the revised 
presentation. The purpose of these proxies is to allow rendered output to be used more 
than once during the creation of a video (Col. 3, lines 21-26). 

As taught by Gould , each plug-in, and therefore, each specific effect, can have 
only one proxy effect, no matter how many times that specific effect is used. Each proxy 
effect is associated with a specific effects server, and each effects server with a specific 
plug-in (Col. 4, lines 26-27 and 40-44). The proxy effects apply a plug-in and create a 
cached copy of the output, so that the effects may be used again if the exact same output 
is needed. Further, the proxy effects help the plug-ins to operate, so that certain portions 
of software may be created in the proxy effect rather than the plug-in (Col. 10, lines 5- 
14). Therefore, the proxy effects as taught by Gould assist the effects processing of the 
software to reduce the amount of necessary processing, rather than the proxy as taught by 
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claim 1, which is created in response to a user command and displayed during the adding 
of an edit feature. 

In addition, the proxy effects as taught by Gould are contained in the core 
processor in the core portion of the architecture (See Figs. 3-5, Col. 4, lines 19-27 and 
lines 34-44). The objects in the core portion of the architecture are loaded into memory 
regardless of which special effects the user wants to implement (Col. 4, lines 37-39). The 
claims include a limitation of adding an edit feature to the presentation, where a proxy is 
created during the adding. Since the proxy effect as taught by Gould is part of the core 
architecture, it must be loaded when the program is started, and there are a limited 
number of proxy effects. Also, the proxy effect is located in the core processing section 
of the architecture, and is not directly linked with the viewer window (See Fig. 3). 
Therefore, it cannot be said that the proxy effect as taught by Gould is displayed, as in 
many of the pending claims. 

Independent claims 8, 15, and 21 include limitations similar to those of claim 1. 
As a result, for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to claim 1, claims 8, 15, 
and 21 are also not anticipated by Gould . Claims 2, 7, 9, 14, 16, 20, 22 and 26 depend 
from the above discussed independent claims, and therefore include all the limitations of 
those independent claims. As a result, claims 2, 7, 9, 14, 16, 20, 22 and 26 are also not 
anticipated by Gould . 

C. GROUP II 

1 . OVERVIEW OF CLAIMED ELEMENTS 
Claim 3 includes a limitation of wherein creating the proxy is by drawing an 
imitation of the edit feature. Claim 3 depends from Claim 1, and therefore includes all 
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the limitations of claim 1. An imitation may, for example, be a simulation of the 
character, size, and or font of the edit feature being rendered by the system where the edit 
feature is text (See Specification, Page 5, lines 18-20). 

2. THE PRIOR ART REFERENCE DOES 
NOT DISCLOSE THE CLAIMED 
LIMITATION OF CREATING A PROXY 
BY DRAWING AN IMITATION OF AN 
EDIT FEATURE 

The prior art reference does not disclose the claimed limitation of wherein 
creating the proxy is by drawing an imitation of the edit feature. An imitation of the edit 
feature is not the actual edit feature itself, but rather a substituted representation that can 
be played while the actual edit feature is being rendered. As was previously discussed, 
Gould teaches where the output of a rendering system is prioritized, so that certain frames 
are rendered and displayed first. Thus, the actual rendering is displayed, rather than an 
imitation. The actual output of a rendering cannot be said to be an imitation, and as a 
result Gould does not anticipate claim 3. 

Gould teaches where an effect icon is formed (Col. 7 line 56 - Col. 8 line 5). The 
effect icon is displayed on a display screen and may be manipulated by a user (Col. 7, 
lines 22-25). However, the effect is only shown in icon form, and cannot be said to be a 
proxy or an imitation of a presentation. The icon shows only a small portion of a single 
effect, at reduced size. As a result, Gould does not anticipate claim 3. 

Claims 10, 17, and 23 include a limitation similar to that of claim 3. As a result, 
for the same reasons as mentioned above, claims 10, 17, and 23 are not anticipated by 
Gould . Claims 4, 1 1, 18-20, and 24 depend from the above mentioned claims, and 
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therefore include the limitations of these claims. Since claims 3, 10, 17, and 23 are not 
anticipated by Gould , claims 4, 1 1, 18-20, and 24 are also not anticipated by Gould . 



D. 



group m 



1. 



OVERVIEW OF CLAIMED ELEMENTS 



Claim 5 adds a limitation of wherein a first software component has instructions 
for adding the edit feature and the first software component is separate from a second 
software component that has instructions for creating the proxy. 



The prior art reference does not disclose the claimed limitation of a first software 
component separate from a second software component. Gould teaches where plug-ins 
are implemented as DLLs (Col. 8, lines 64-65), and where the core framework of the 
software communicates with the plug-ins via COM interfaces (Col. 3, lines 66-67). The 
plug-ins are used to implement the special effects. Therefore, the plug-ins taught by 
Gould create the effects. Since Gould only displays a portion of actual rendered output 
where the remainder of the video is rendering (see above), the rendered output is all 
created by the same source (the plug-ins). As a result, it cannot be said that Gould 
teaches a first software component to add and edit feature and a second software element 
to create a proxy. 
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2. 



THE PRIOR ART REFERENCE 
DOES NOT DISCLOSE THE 



CLAIMED LIMITATION OF A 
FIRST SOFTWARE COMPONENT 



SEPARATE FROM A SECOND 
SOFTWARE COMPONENT 



Claims 5, 12, and 25 include limitations similar to those of claim 5, and for the 
same reasons as mentioned above are also not anticipated by Gould . Claims 6 and 13 
depended from the above discussed claims and therefore include the limitations of those 
claims. As a result, claims 6 and 13 are also not anticipated by Gould. 
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IX. CONCLUSION 

Respectfully, the Appellant submits that presently pending claims are in condition 
for allowance. For the reasons presented herein, the removal of the present rejections and 
allowance of the present claims is respectfully requested. 



Date: November 24, 2003 



Respectfully submitted, 

BLAKELY, SOKOLOFF, TAYLOR & ZAFMAN 




Arlen M. Hartounian 
Reg. No. 52,997 
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Seventh Floor 
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X. APPENDIX A 

The claims on appeal including the amendment of May 20, 2003 read as follows: 

1. (Original) A method for manipulating a presentation of a time based stream of 
information in a processing system, the method comprising: 

A) adding an edit feature to the presentation to create a revised 
presentation in response to a user edit command, and 

B) creating a proxy of the revised presentation and displaying the 
proxy during the adding. 

2. (Original) The method of claim 1, further including displaying units of the 
presentation in response to the user edit command and sending instructions for 
creating the proxy when a unit requiring modification is reached. 

3. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the creating of the proxy is by drawing 
an imitation of the edit feature. 

4. (Original) The method of claim 3, wherein the edit feature is text and the imitation 
includes simulated character, size and font. 

5. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein a first software component has 
instructions for adding the edit feature and the first software component is 
separate from a second software component that has instructions for creating the 
proxy. 
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6. (Original) The method of claim 5, wherein the second software unit is a plug-in or 
ActiveX control. 

7. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the displaying of the proxy is at a rate 
that is substantially less than the play rate of the time-based stream of 
information. 

8. (Previously Presented) A digital processing system comprising: 

A) a capture port for acquiring a time-based stream of information; 

B) a storage; 

C) a display; and 

D) a processor for: 

(i) adding an edit feature to the presentation to create a revised 
presentation in response to a user edit command, and 

(ii) creating a proxy of the revised presentation and 
displaying the proxy during the adding. 

9. (Original) The system of claim 8, wherein the processor is further for displaying 
units of the presentation in response to the user edit command and sending 
instructions for creating the proxy when a unit requiring modification is reached. 

10. (Original) The system of claim 8, wherein the creating of the proxy is by drawing 
an imitation of the edit feature. 
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11. (Original) The system of claim 10, wherein the edit feature is text and the 
imitation includes simulated character, size and font. 

12. (Original) The system of claim 8, further including a first software component 
having instructions for adding the edit feature and the first software component is 
separate from a second software component that has instructions for creating the 
proxy. 

13. (Original) The system of claim 12, wherein the second software unit is a plug-in 
or ActiveX control. 

14. (Original) The system of claim 8, wherein the displaying of the proxy is at a rate 
that is substantially less than the play rate of the time-based stream of 
information. 

15. (Previously Presented) A processing system for generating a presentation of a 
time-based stream of information comprising: 

A) means for adding an edit feature to the presentation to create a 
revised presentation in response to a user edit command; 

B) means for creating a proxy of the revised presentation during 
the adding; and 

C) means for displaying the proxy during the adding. 

16. (Original) The system of claim 15, wherein the means for displaying the proxy is 
further for displaying units of the presentation in response to the user edit command and 
sending instructions for creating the proxy when a unit requiring modification is reached. 
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17. (Original) The system of claim 15, wherein the creating of the proxy is by 
drawing an imitation of the edit feature. 

18. (Original) The system of claim 17, wherein the edit feature is text and the 
imitation includes simulated character, size and font. 

19. (Original) The system of claim 17, wherein the means for creating a proxy is a 
plug-in or ActiveX control. 

20. (Original) The system of claim 15, wherein the displaying of the proxy is at a rate 
that is substantially less than the play rate of the time-based stream of 
information. 

21. (Original) A computer readable medium having stored therein a plurality of 
sequences of executable instructions, which, when executed by a processing 
system for collecting a time based stream of information and generating a 
presentation, cause the processor to: 

A) add an edit feature to the presentation to create a revised 
presentation in response to a user edit command; 

B) create a proxy of the revised presentation during the adding; 
and 

C) display the proxy during the adding. 

22. (Original) The computer readable medium of claim 21, further including 
additional sequences of executable instructions, which, when executed by the 
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processor, cause the processor to display units of the presentation in response to 
the user edit command and send instructions for creating the proxy when a unit 
requiring modification is reached. 

23. (Original) The computer readable medium of claim 21, wherein the creating of the 
proxy is by drawing an imitation of the edit feature. 

24. (Original) The computer readable medium of claim 23, wherein the edit feature is 
text and the imitation includes simulated character, size and font. 

25. (Original) The computer readable medium of claim 21, wherein the instructions 
for adding the edit feature is in a first software component that is separate from a 
second software component that has instructions for creating the proxy. 

26. (Original) The computer readable medium of claim 21, wherein the displaying of 
the proxy is at a rate that is substantially less than the play rate of the time-based 
stream of information. 
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